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requested by the Office. Accord? no A, Applicant asserts i the objection has been 
overcome 

d at , , , A , 

v a \ - ^ * , \ us 
is a weight ratio or a moia ratio, (bairn 5 has been amended to rente brtee ratio/' 
thereby overcoming ties rejection. Written description support tor this amendment can 
be found, for example, at page 9 lines 10 -2d of the originally hied specification. 
Accordingly, AnpOaO requests thai the rejection be withdrawn. 

The Ohlee has aiso rejected claim 12 under 3b U.S.C. 112 second paragraph 
as being indefinite for the reasons set forth at page 2 of the Office Action (bairn 12 has 
m o s , N a \ , the 

^ v S v ^ 2 * ^ 

Abe Of- on has egeOeo: .da -as lad 80. 14-15. 18 and da under 35 U.S (A 102(5; 
as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 0088081 dSoOaA : for the reasons provided at 
pages 2 la b of she oufsn.ue.ang Odioe Andon AxyAoant respecifuiiy traverses Hie 
rejection. 



§ 2131. "The identical Invention meat no shown In as oonmiete dedal as us contained In 

1920 (Fad C'ir. 1989) 

gjplsoands Indepenc ns t and 39 resin ^ s x ;t 

of a treated amine and a compound as set aalh In the shove Ammmlmenis ta the 
Chance wherein the treated amine comprises an aliphatic or aromatic ammo containing 
at least ace primary or secondary amino group reacted with aorylrnstrlle or at least one 

rde aAAeehe ar arrsamhc armoe w a dyoosmaamne, the dyrgexyaoeoe rs e/a:>ae-c-' ham 
oepemam. eoAsmaos, aowtoedgvehjamdemms. srofrm/oopyAdsdoeroeenA gefha/g/ 
pw&oxy fated hexam&ihytene diamine 3-ar nino- 1 . a m ^ a 
trisihydraxymetftytyamwonietftane. and AesoeooA, ameigmrmdm/. [Emphasis Added] 

Soma falls to reach the oiairned treated amine, instead, Soma reaches 
poiyaminec ohrained by tm * ot almeiolanones of formula (lily as set forth at 

column 3, lines 43-56. 'The formula nth aikarmlaonnss of Soma are hydraxyarnrnes that 
do not fall vwttdn the proviso of amended alarms 1, 14, ana 39 : and therefore mm.; id cot 
result in Applicants treated amines, as shamed. For at least this reason, every 
limitation of the claims Is not taught. Accordingly : Applicant asserts that ma prima team 
ease of anticipation exists, and the remcdon should be withdrawn. 
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EsfeMons. Under 3$„M.S ; C : J03 

The Office has rejected claims 6. 11-12, 16-17 and 21-22 tinder 36 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as heme mmoomtome ever Souls ;n view of U S Patent No 6 bob 20: ; Papay 1, ios 
^ ^ -« ^ > s \ o o m , x 

For the reasons described above, Socio falls to teach ah the 'inflations of oleims 
1 and 14, Claims 6, 11-1 2, and 16-"! 7 depend either directly or ovboectiy from, and 

^ ^ lush \ ia ens of c us em OS P.m " a e to mmedv 
the deficiencies of Sauia becanse it would not nave been obvious to combine the 
s Sirups of Soi v > a 

SpecPcally. 'Souia is directed l:o compositions composing at least one 
succimmide having an ether p-mO m radmai enntoimng r umoikmrn. See column 1. 
lines 38-50. In order to form this specific stmcrmroide compound, polyamioes am 
employed welch are oobened by oyanoethyistem of alkanoiaroines, as described st 

Papay en the other hand, : s (bmcmd to oleaginous cemposlhoim commis-m. 
among ntber things, one or more oil-soluble boron-free additive compositions formed by 
heating (1) at loam ooe Pomm-tme Oil-soioble ashless cespemaot containing basic 

acid such that a liquid boron-bee phosphorus contammg compos item Is termed. See 
Abstract, blaonlob mlyoms-e dmpersenfs are taught, as described in columns 20 to 23. 
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ooi^io.iil-^*^ O ebber Oaroooo or OoroOeo ooP Pooo o 
Trie Office has rejectee! bases 30-32 under 35 U S.C 103(a) as being 
onpateoiafoic over Pood in view of LPS. Pafenf No. 6 : 030,94? PharoherP), for fhe 
reasons provided at page 9 of fhe outstanding Office Action, in addition, fhe Office has 
resected dames 3330 coder 35 U 8 G. 103(a) as being -.wpafentaaie over Soda in view 
of hemmed and Papay, for the reasons provided ai pages 9 -10 of the outstanding Office 
Action 

Claim 30 has peer; amended to include the proviso of claim e aod therefore ■:, 
allowable over Socio at least for the reasons discussed above. Farther, neither 
Lambert as applied to claims 30 ho 32, nor fhe combination of Lambert and Papay. as 
applied to claims 33 ana 30 remedy fhe deficiencies of Pools, 

stead, La > directed to vegeO ) 3 derived prin 

from plants. Lambert, column 13 hoes 3/ 01 And, for the masons described above, 
teem Is no motivation to coeppne the teachings of Papay with Soda, 

Because neither Lambert nor fhe combination of Lambert and papay remedy fire 
x c N x , ? v < >bdouaoess e> sb 3 ; > 

ressow the neectiorw shoolcl be withdrawn 
:Ob3eP0.333o5dlo 

The Office has redeem claims to and 24-27 coder 35 to 0.0 103(a) as Peeve. 

0.4 PA 04? ( Oaika > for the reasons provided at pages 9^ 10 of iPe outstanding Office 
Actmn The Office also has relented claims 28030 oncer 05 U S C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Soda In view of Lambert, Oaika and Pspay ; for the reasons provided 
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at pages 1- 12 of the ootsraraeaa AAAse Action. Applicant reapectAA Pave; sea Piese 
reactions. 

Caere 10 A dependent on claim 1 . are! therefore Includes all the limitations of 
olaee i Claim 24 has Peea amended to Iraauoe the proviso of claim i . and claims 25 to 
2a depend therefrom. Accordingly, for similar reasons as described above for claim 1 
van A fails no teach ail of the AeAaaons of oAlros A) and 24 to 29. 

Galea does not remedy the deficiencies of Soala, AmtaseA Gaika Is dii-eded to a 
fuel injection system for a large two-stroke engine. See column 1 lies 66-87. For the 
reasons described above, neither Lambert or Papas remedy the dofleiemrles of Aooia 

Anus, neither Seala In view of Lambert and Gaika ; as applied to Games A) and 
24-27 so: the Soufa.d.ambeb/Galka and Repay oombloatloa as applied to claims 22 
ana 29. provide a prima fame ease of obviousness. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
regoests that the rejections be withdrawn, 
i . , <■ > 

being lematenfable over Soala In veoe of A A Paten! No AAbbAdb bebeskslA for the 
-^m^ ^ ^ -vm^,\ a 5 h f ^ ^- Jf ;^m^> aw*.^ ii-\-e ^ , the 
(Afe;a has alleged that Soula teaches the reaction product of a scccials afa-iydrlde and a 
alee a m as a da - i > A semes at S a fa to teach the 

beala ss directed to lubricating oN compassions comprising at least one 

lees 3A5A Sou A tenches that these composition* arc paraeaAPy suitable for nse as 
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wherein the product obtained by multiplying the percent n;bogen content by "he weight 
average molecular weight of the drspersant ranges from about 45.000 io about 100=000, 
See column 2. lines 9-0 9. in order to meet these dispersant requirements Sleckei 
teaches that the dlspersants should have high molecular weights and high base 
umbers. See co es x t >ersa ma tan afvl by 

Sleckei, such as these shewn in table i have relatively hints molecular weights, sued as 
15000 or mcre : and/or have a relatively rage percent 0 f nitrogen of greater than 2.3%. 
•moating a h;gl a m * 

The taachiaga at Steoke; bo \ pmwde motivation to aso * dlspewanev of 
Soala in a tuel becaese the dlspei'sasts at Scale oo not appear' to rwcessanly meet the 
requirements of high molecular weight and high base number ael forth In Steckel, For 
instance, the nitrogen cement In the example see-; pounds of Soula only ranges tore 
about 1 % to about 1.77 %. See Example 1 . at column 7. line 46 and Example 8. knee 
4o-47. as well as the other nitrogen contemn cat forth la Examples 2 io ? and 0. Given 
these law nitrogen nerceras. the dwpersants weald need a very logo meiecular vve;ght 
to meet Stackers neafOe minimum for the product of rabogen content ana molecular 
weight. However, the example dlapemaet oompeuads of Soula are made with a 
relatively low molecular weight FbSSA derived from a polywobatene having a raolecalar 
weight of only about 1000. and thus will net likely meet the dispersant regoeements of 
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Etoekek See Example 1. column 7, 32-37. For example, the - 
nooewansenyke.amsimmlo compounds of Example 1 have a nipauen pornerp of oniy 
ab and thus v* - sr weight a ; 5 th^ about 

\ * ^ \ s ^ >. \ P V , * ^ ^ s . 

) hpp : . because the Souls alspersams do not meet the requirements of StockeL 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated to use them In a fuel, as asserted 
by she Ofnoe For at least has reason, there is no mokvatlon to combine me references, 
and the rejectees should be whhuravvn. 

SfakEbsc 

The Office has rejected claims 36-38 under 33 i.i 8 Ch IkEtkeu as hmnn 
unpatentable over Souls In yum of tEeok.ek ami further in y;ew of Papuyn for the 
reasons provided at page 12 of the eutstandlno Office Action 

Claims 36 to 33 depend, either rPteotly or imtlnecfiy. from aialm 35. For the 
^ x N N * * N ^ m m - x hvno r-,, r re m ^ w , 

Soula, and thus no peara fecte case of ebv-ousness exists for alarm 33. 

Penny fails to rem ytta facts c f \ eaia/S < omkem eb 

Y>olivahoi to using lie ilspersa ts of Soula I* ml e instead O ua) § e r;en ; 
dlraoled to lubricant compositions. See e a . Fapay. 'Title ; and column 4 ; lines 63-53. 
Because Pansy inks to remedy the Soula/Smnkei combieahos. no omna /mm case of 
obviousness exists, ana live rejection should bo withdrawn. 
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